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and then the American public, each
constituency, each constituent voter in
the district can then see very clearly
how their Congressman feels about
term limits by looking at how they
vote tomorrow.

With the difficulty of defending such
a vote I would ask all of my colleagues
to consider if they have any doubt
about this amendment, consider voting
for it. This is what the public wants,
this is what is best for this country,
and I urge my colleagues to vote for
term limits tomorrow when they cast
their vote for the first time ever on
this House floor.
f

TRIBUTE TO BRIAN SCHLIENTZ

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ZIM-
MER). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from Michigan
[Mr. STUPAK] is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. STUPAK. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today with a heavy heart. Last Satur-
day my Upper Peninsula representa-
tive, Brian Schlientz, died. Brian was
27 years old. He had courageously bat-
tled a rare form of brain cancer. His
life was brief, but it was filled with
church and social activities, academic
and athletic achievements, and com-
munity involvement.

Some would say success always came
easy for Brian. But his greatest success
was Brian’s love of God, his family, and
his country.

It is difficult to articulate success as
it applies to faith in God. It is difficult
to describe love of family when cancer
denied Brian his wedding day 3 weeks
ago on March 4.

For some people, it is hard to envi-
sion one’s love for their country when
Brian never served in the armed serv-
ices; still Brian left his college studies
to help me get elected to Congress in
1992. Just to help me? No, but to help
his country, for Brian believed with all
his heart in life.

He worked so long, so hard, just so a
right-to-life Democrat could be elected
to the U.S. Congress.

It was Brian’s love of God, his family,
and his country that propelled him to
become an extraordinary person.

Brian is survived by his parents Don
and Dorothy, his twin brother Matt
and Matt’s wife, Tiffany, Brian’s sister,
Heidi, his brother-in-law, Chad, and his
devoted fiancee, Kristy, many relatives
and all of his many, many friends.

To his family and to each of us, Brian
has his own special significance. He
had his own personal impact on all of
us. When we gather at Northern Michi-
gan University this Thursday for a me-
morial service for Brian, a university
where he starred in academics and on
the football field, we will all have our
own personal songs, thoughts, and
prayers for Brian and his family. While
there is certainly sadness in our
hearts, it is quickly being replaced by
joy, much like this holy season of Lent
in which we sacrifice and we try to
cleanse our spiritual life just to experi-

ence the joy and the holy significance
of Easter Sunday. So too should we all
bask in the joy of Brian’s life, the joy
of knowing him, the joy of his love for
each of us.

Just think of the joy that Brian
brought to each of us.

As my Upper Peninsula congressional
representative, Brian and I traveled to-
gether, we worked together and we
prayed together. Brian was a joy to be
around. You wanted to be with Brian.
He brought out the best in everyone.

As Brian and I would drive the vast
distances between the small towns that
comprise the Upper Peninsula of Michi-
gan our discussions always seemed to
turn to his love for God and the dif-
ficulty, yet the strength and the joy he
found in being, and working with and
for a right-to-life Democrat.

Brian excelled in his position as my
Upper Peninsula representative be-
cause of his love, joy that he had in
God, his family, and this great coun-
try.

Although he already had one bach-
elor’s degree in biology and chemistry,
Brian went back to his studies so he
could become a teacher. But, Brian,
you are a teacher. Brian, you have been
a great teacher and for all of us, Brian,
you will continue to be a great teacher.
As you look down upon all of us with
that huge smile upon your face, I know
that you will grade us not in the class-
room, not in our academic and athletic
achievements, but in the joy, strength,
and love that we bring to each other.
For you taught us, teacher, that the
joy, success, and accomplishment in
life is found in one’s love of God, fam-
ily, and country.

Thank you, Brian, for teaching us
and reminding us of the secret: the suc-
cess and the joy of your life.
f

SUPPORT CONSTITUTIONAL
AMENDMENT TO LIMIT CON-
GRESSIONAL TERMS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Iowa [Mr. LATHAM] is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. LATHAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to express my strong support for
adding a term limitation amendment
to the Constitution of the United
States.

At virtually every opportunity,
American voters have demonstrated
their preference for term limitation for
their elected officials. They have seen
too often how entrenchment of politi-
cal power yields a political culture
that is less responsive and less respon-
sible.

The Washington political and media
culture has uniformly lined up in oppo-
sition to the term limits movement.
That should be our first sign that the
American people are on to something
positive.

The most frustrating aspect of listen-
ing to term limit opponents and most
of the media has been their refusal to
discuss this issue intelligently, but

rather reject it out of hand. Much like
the situation with the balanced budget
amendment, opponents of term limits
have relied on knee-jerk reactions
against term limits rather than
thoughtful discussion of the problems
in the system and the need for sys-
temic reform.

So, I’d like to address some of the ar-
guments against term limits individ-
ually:

One, term limits would deprive the
American people of experienced elected
officials to address the Nation’s prob-
lems.

Of all the arguments against term
limits, this is the one most often cited
by thoughtful term limits opponents.
What I would point out, however, is
that Congress is enriched when it is
filled by persons with experience in all
walks of life—not just legislating.

For too long, the way to real power
inside Congress has been to come to
Washington young and spend decades
building up seniority.

Too many districts have been rep-
resented by men or women who’ve
spent more of their adult lives in Wash-
ington than in the district they are
supposed to represent.

By adopting term limits, a person
who had worked successfully as a small
business person, or a school teacher, or
a homemaker could come to Washing-
ton later in life and still have the op-
portunity to play a major role in the
process based on merit.

Two, term limits opponents also
argue that term limits restrict the
choices of the voters, giving us less
freedom.

I think anyone who has ever looked
at the reelection rates of Members of
Congress immediately understands the
weakness of this argument. Even in
this last election more than 90 percent
of the incumbent House Members who
stood for reelection were returned to
office.

The fact of the matter is that it is
extremely difficult to beat an incum-
bent except in extraordinary years. By
placing a limit on length of service,
virtually every congressional district
in this country would become competi-
tive because local political organiza-
tions would not wither away waiting
for a 20-term Congressman to finally
move along.

Instead, Members would likely con-
tinue to face very competitive elec-
tions in their first few years after their
election.

However, instead of becoming iso-
lated and entrenched, even the most
popular incumbent would likely face
challenges during his or her later
terms by those interested running in
the future.

I believe that would drastically re-
duce the number of uncontested seats
and contribute to a substantial in-
crease in competitive races. That, not
theoretical arguments about limiting
choices, would be the real world impact
of term limits.
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Three, last year, we saw the embar-

rassing spectacle of long-time incum-
bents reduced to telling their elector-
ates that they should be reelected
strictly because of their seniority.

This type of campaigning amounts to
a threat to the very people these rep-
resentatives were supposed to rep-
resent. It’s like trying to make your
own constituents an offer they can’t
refuse. That’s not what this democracy
should be about.

Seniority has become the last refuge
of a politician with nothing left to say.
Term limits would hold our elected of-
ficials to a higher standard of political
debate—policies, responsiveness, and
accomplishments.

Four, the final argument I would like
to address is the claim that if we want
to limit a politician’s terms, we should
vote that person out of office.

The problem with this point is that a
State with an entrenched incumbent
often has a great incentive to keep
that person in office for decades at a
time. From a key committee position,
one person representing less than one-
quarter of 1 percent of the country’s
population can dominate an area such
as appropriations, commerce, or de-
fense policy for decades.

That is the very type concentration
of power that we have traditionally
sought to avoid in this country. No one
district, and no one State, should be
able to hold the rest of America hos-
tage to its agenda or the whims of its
favorite son.

One of the things that compelled me
to run for Congress was that as a small
businessman my family business was
forced to pay tens of thousands of dol-
lars to meet the dictates of entrenched
incumbents here in Washington. I
couldn’t vote for these representatives
who were dominating some of the com-
mittees that directly impacted my
business, but I was paying the bill. I
knew that passing term limits was one
way to change that.

The new Republican majority has
taken a giant step forward in address-
ing this problem by limiting the terms
of committee and subcommittee chair-
men, as well as the Speaker of the
House. But, we need to keep moving
ahead.

CONCLUSION

Mr. Speaker, as this country moves
into the 21st century, I believe that we
will need the input and expertise of
Americans from every background and
profession. The argument against term
limits places a premium on experience
in Congress and discounts experience in
every other part of life.

That is a formula for a ruling class
detached from those who they rep-
resent. That is the opposite of govern-
ment of, by and for the people.

Adoption of a term limitation con-
stitutional amendment would return us
to a true citizen legislature and help
win back the faith of the American
people in our democracy. I urge my col-
leagues to vote for the version of term

limits they support and vote ‘‘yes’’ on
final passage of this resolution.
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Kansas [Mr. TIAHRT] is
recognized for 5 minutes).

[Mr. TIAHRT addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]
f

TERM LIMITS A NECESSITY FOR
GOOD GOVERNMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. FOX] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. FOX of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speak-
er, term limits, the contract item with
perhaps the most public support, comes
to the floor of the House tomorrow and
some say it has the least chance of pas-
sage. I hope not. Eighty percent of the
Republicans at least support it, all we
need is 40 percent of the Democrats in
the House to support it for passage.

In my view, term limits are not only
a reasonable approach but a necessity
for good government. Some will argue
that the results of the last election in
November which brought each of my
colleagues here to the 104th Congress
indicate the need. However, the fact is
that despite an above average turnover
in the 103d and 104th Congresses, in-
cumbents still enjoy a 9 in 10 chance of
reelection. More importantly, in the
103d Congress the average tenure of
Democrat committee chairmen was 28
years.

The fact is that the current system
allows certain people to spend a life-
time in Washington while some quick-
ly fall out of touch with their constitu-
ents and consolidate the power base
that used to ensure continued success
in passing wasteful and pork barrel
programs.
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Additionally, these career Members
of Congress continue to stockpile
money from special interest groups,
making all the more unlikely that they
could be defeated. The disparity of
fund-raising capability discourages
many qualified individuals from run-
ning in the first place.

After California passed term limits
in 1990, the number of candidates for
office increased by 40 percent.

Mr. Speaker, after 40 years of one-
party rule in this Congress, before last
November, Congress had grown insu-
lated, unresponsive to the will of the
American people. President Clinton has
consistently opposed even the consider-
ation of term limits and will again de-
fend the status quo.

Now with Republicans in control of
the U.S. Senate and the U.S. House of
Representatives, for the first time in
history we will vote on term limits. I
am committed to passing term limits,
and I am working with like-minded
Members of Congress to create a citi-
zen legislature that is accountable to

the American people and not beholden
to the special interests.

Term limits will end congressional
careerism, and the American people
will be better served under this kind of
reform.

There are three major Republican
bills that will come before the House,
the Inglis bill, which calls for 6 years
maximum, the McCollum bill, 12 years,
and then Hilleary’s bill, which calls for
the States to decide the exact terms.
Whatever the bill is, we believe that
term limits is a step in the right direc-
tion, an idea whose time has arrived.

American democracy cannot be con-
sidered truly representative in the cur-
rent system that perpetuates incum-
bency and seniority-based power. The
seniority system forces a network that
doles out power and influence accord-
ing to time spent in office. Term limits
will cause a systemic change in this in-
ternal power structure of the Congress.
Instead of committee chairs and ap-
pointed leadership positions being
granted on the basis of seniority, merit
and competency will be the basis for
our future leaders.

f

CONGRESSIONAL TERM LIMITS

The SPEAKER pro tempore [Mr. ZIM-
MER]. Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from South
Carolina [Mr. GRAHAM] is recognized
for 5 minutes.

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, I would
like to thank the other participants
who are going to let me go at this
point in time.

You have heard a lot of good intellec-
tual arguments why we need term lim-
its. I am sure there will be some made
tonight and tomorrow why term limits
is a bad idea.

All I know is this, that of the 73 Re-
publican freshmen that serve in this
body, probably 90–95 percent of us sup-
port term limits. I think we are very
close to the people in terms of the last
election. I think the sophomore class
above us has a high percentage of peo-
ple supporting term limits, because we
understand why 80 percent of the
American public wants this body to im-
pose term limits on itself.

Having said that, one thing that I
think I need to say is that term limits
is not going to cure every problem in
America, and it should not be billed
that way. It is not going to make us
overnight more efficient. It is not
going to balance the budget. But it will
fundamentally change why people
come to Washington, DC, and why they
seek office.

What it will do in my opinion is you
stop playing the game to become a sub-
committee chairman, a committee
chairman, and see how far you can go.
You try to make the world better that
you are going back to rather than try
to make the world better that you are
in up here.

I think the fundamental reason we
need term limits in this country, Mr.
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